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(Translation from Finnish; Drafc/version I) 


FOR INDUSTRY 


Tha resoLucion of the Civ/ Court of Helsinki is chs victory of common 
sense over sensationalism. It reinforces che view that manufacturers 
cannot be held responsible for the risks which might b» associated with 
che produces and which are known to consumers. The resolution supports 
che principle chat all people are free co choose their lifestyles for 
which they are personally responsible. The plaintiff has continued 
sacking knowing, as every Finn does, chat smoking is a health risk 
factor. 

As far as we can see, the legal counsel of the plaintiff, professor 
£rkki Aurejirvi, has purposely exploited the plaintiff in a publicity 
campaign launched against the tobacco industry. In 1986 he announced 
that courts were convenient forums for seeking publicity. By contrast, 
we believe chat the resources of our legal institution and the 
taxpayers' money should be 'used to serve more meaningful purposes, 
likely ro promote obedience co law’s. 

For four years, professor Aurejdrvi has abused the Finnish legal 
institution and the taxpayers' money on his American models. Since che 
19J0s, more chan 200 lawsuits have been filed against the tobacco 
industry ir. che United States, none of them has resuLted in damages 
awarded to the plaintiffs. The resolution adopted by the City Court of 
Helsinki today endorses the view that such court proceedings are 
unfounded ana unfitting to the Finnish legal system. 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/phbjOOOO 
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V. I 


(.Translation from Finnish; Draft/version II) 


AGAINST INDUSTRY 


Th« resolution of che City Court of Helsinki is based on numerous 
deplorable errors and misinterpretations. It Is our firm view that the 
resolution will be reversed following an appeal in higher courts. Both 
Suomen Tupakka ana Rettig will appeal against the resolution. 

Since che 1950s, numerous lawsuits have been filed against the tobacco 
induscry worldwide, but none of them has found the industry liable to 
pay damages. Therefore, wa are convinced chat our views will finally be 
proved correct also in Finland. 

People who voluntarily start smoking - using their discretion • cannot 
cransfer their responsibility for their own decisions to anyone else. 
Mr. Aho deserves all our sympathy. Yet, ha ha* smoked of hi* own free 
will. Like all Finns, he has been aware of the health haz*rd* 
associated with smoking. 

The court ha* now allowed professor Aurejirvi to transfer chi* 
responsibility to someone else. The resolution will encourage lawyers 
seeking publicity • or excra earnings also in Finland to use che 
legal institution and basically well-meaning people to their own ends. 
The 'americanisation'' of our legal institution in like manner would be 
detrimental to ail. Next it may be the turn of the dairies to assume 
responsibility for the cholesterol content of their products. We 
believe chac che resources of our legal institution and the taxpayers' 
money should be used for more meaningful purposes, likely to promote 
obedience to lavs. 

In our view, cha court has assessed the medical evidence erroneously. 
This aspecc is particularly significant since it was known that Mr. Aho 
had been exposed to several occupational health risks. In addition, he 
has had ocher health-related problems which may have contributed to his 
diseases. 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/phbjOOOO 
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